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REMARKS 

By the present amendment, Applicant has amended Claims 1, 2 and 8. Claim 10 has been 
cancelled. Claims 1-9 remain pending in the present application. Claims 1, 8 and 9 are independent 
claims. 

The Examiner was unable to entertain a requested personal interview prior to the expiration 
of the period for response. However, the Examiner graciously agreed to meet with Applicant's 
representative on October 7, 2003 at 10:00 AM to discuss the merits of the present invention and the 
effect of the present amendment thereon. 

In the recent Office Action the Examiner indicated that Claims 7 and 10 would be allowable 
if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. To this end, independent claim 8 (base claim) has been amended to include the 
allowable subject matter of claim 10. Claim 8 should now be allowable. However, Applicant 
believes that he is entitled to broader coverage than that afforded by claim 7 as will be argued 
below. 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1-5 and 8-9 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), as being anticipated by 
Gibran et al. (US 6,280,369). Claims 1-4, 6 and 8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b), as being 
anticipated by Sheffield (US 5,035,056). Claims 1-4 and 8 were also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(b), as being anticipated by Watson (Des. 353,989) or alternatively by Rhoades et al. (US 
4,838,986) or alternatively by Peirce (US 132,736). Claims 1-3 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(b), as being anticipated by Ehren (US 3,957,039). The Examiner rejected Claim 6 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gibran et al. in view of Conkey (US 4,718,769). 
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Applicant will advance arguments hereinbelow to illustrate the manner in which the 
presently claimed invention is patentably distinguishable from the cited and applied art. 
Reconsideration of the present application is respectfully requested. 

The instant invention is drawn to a device for spreading dough. Heretofore, dough- 
spreading devices have taken the form of a cylindrically-shaped member that requires a user to 
extend and retract both arms repeatedly. This repetitive motion often strains the shoulder and back 
muscles. Applicant's dough spreader is designed to replace the back and forth motion of the 
traditional rolling pin with an efficient, energy-saving rocking motion, which rocking motion 
alleviates strain on the shoulder and back muscles. 

As now recited in amended independent claim 1 the device includes a base member having 
arcuate-shaped outer and inner surfaces. The base member is further defined as having a first end, a 
second end, a width and a length. The claim incorporates a means for rocking said base member 
back and forth on said outer planar arcuate surface to spread dough. Amended claim 2 specifies 
that the means are handles disposed on the ends of the inner surface and extending substantially 
vertically therefrom. Original claims 3-7 further specify the handle's configuration and include 
materials of fabrication. 

In contrast, the reference to Gibran et al. discloses a conventional rolling pin, the base of 
which bears no resemblance to that shown and claimed by Applicant. With respect to the 
rejection of Claim 9, the claim, as amended, is not anticipated by the structure recited in the 
claim. Specifically, the rolling pin of Gibran et al. requires at least three parts which may or may 
not be fabricated from the same material. Further, Gibran et al. specifically sets forth that there 
are bearings between the handles and the cylindrical barrel. Clearly, Claim 9, as amended, now 
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recites that the base member, the first handle, and the second handle are of one-piece 
construction and are fabricated from wood (emphasis added). 

With respect to the remaining rejections, the deficiencies of Gibran et al. are not 
remedied in Conkey. Although the Sheffield patent shows surfaces similar to those as claimed 
by Applicant, the handles (30) are not disposed in the manner as taught and claimed by 
Applicant. Also note that the Sheffield structure is utilized to slice bananas. Peirce employs a 
pair of rollers to roll out pastry dough. Member a' is a handle used to manipulate the rollers. 
The Peirce device functions similar to a rolling pin and in no way resembles the device as now 
recited in Applicant's claims. The reference to Watson is drawn to a combined dressing and 
skinning knife having a keen blade edge. It would be almost impossible to roll dough using the 
blade edge. Rhoades et al. and Ehern respectively disclose tools that are utilized for purposes 
other than rolling dough. Applicant contends that the realistic teachings afforded by the applied 
references are insufficient to suggest the invention as now recited in claims 1-7. Furthermore, it 
has long been recognized that a small step forward in a crowded art should be regarded as 
patentably significant. 

Applicant respectfully submits that for at least the above reasons, Claims 1-9 are allowable 
over the art applied of record. 

It is noted that the "Notice of Draftsperson's Drawing Review" (PTO Form 948) was not 
included as an attachment with the recent office action. Applicants request that this form be 
furnished with the next office communication so that any informalities to the original drawing 
may be corrected in a timely fashion. 
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For the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that the present application is in 
condition for allowance. If such is not the case, the Examiner is requested to kindly contact the 
undersigned in an effort to satisfactorily conclude the prosecution of this application. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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